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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents a significant contribution to the field of sustainable energy management by proposing a practical, low-cost solution tailored to address energy poverty. It bridges a critical gap in the literature by demonstrating that a simplified, threshold-based algorithm using accessible IoT components can achieve consumption reductions comparable to more complex and expensive systems. The study provides valuable empirical evidence on the social acceptability and effectiveness of automated energy-limiting systems in real-world, low-income households. Consequently, it offers a scalable and inclusive model that can guide future research and policy aimed at reducing energy bills and enhancing energy justice in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is descriptive and accurate, as it clearly states what the study does: it implements a system that sets a threshold and adjusts behaviours. The inclusion of the acronym (IISECTB) is also standard practice.

However, it is not optimal for a scientific manuscript and the following is the suggestion:

"Implementation of an Intelligent System which Sets an Energy Consumption Threshold and Adjusts Behaviors (IISECTB)"
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The current abstract is good but not fully comprehensive. It does an excellent job of describing the what and how of the system, its function and mechanism. However, it misses the crucial context, specific outcome, and significance that would make it compelling for a scientific audience.

Specifically, it lacks:

1. The problem context (energy poverty in low-income households).

2. The key innovation (the low-cost, accessible IoT approach).

3. The quantitative results (the demonstrated effectiveness).

4. The broader implication of the study's contribution.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a comprehensive review, the manuscript is largely scientifically sound and correct in its core methodology, results, and conclusions. However, there are several points that require clarification and correction to strengthen its scientific rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and commendably recent. The authors have done a good job of citing key literature from 2019 to 2025, which is crucial for a fast-moving field like IoT-based energy management. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the manuscript is largely suitable for scholarly communication, as the core scientific content is understandable. However, it requires substantial revision and polishing to meet the standard of a high-quality international journal. The current text contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and informal expressions that detract from its professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a promising and impactful piece of research. With revisions focused primarily on language polishing, methodological clarity (calibration), and data presentation consistency, it has the potential to be a valuable contribution to literature. The core idea of using appropriate technology for social good, is executed well and deserves a wide audience.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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